Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 97 

OPINION 930 

MEGALICHTH YS AGASSIZ, 1835, AND RHIZODUS OWEN, 1840 
(PISCES): PRESERVED UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS IN THEIR 
ACCUSTOMED USAGE 

RULING. — (1) Under the plenary powers: 

(a) all designations of type specimen for the nominal species Megalichthys 

hibberti Agassiz, 1835, made prior to the present Ruling, are hereby 
set aside, and the specimen described by K. S. Thomson, 1966, is 
hereby designated to be the neotype of that species: 

(b) the specific name hibberti Owen, 1840, as published in the binomen 

Rhizodus hibberti , is hereby made available as a name distinct from 
Megalichthys hibberti Agassiz, 1835; 

(c) the generic names Holoptychius Egerton, 1837, and Holoptychus Buck- 

land, 1837, are hereby suppressed for the purposes of both the Law 
of Priority and the Law of Homonymy; 

(d) the specific name giganteus Agassiz, 1835, as published in the binomen 

Gyrolepis giganteus , is hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law 
of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy. 

(2) The following generic names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) Megalichthys Agassiz, 1835 (gender : masculine), type-species, by 

monotypy, Megalichthys hibberti Agassiz, 1 835, as defined by the neotype 
designated under the plenary powers in (l)(a) above (Name No. 1925); 

(b) Rhizodus Owen, 1840 (gender : masculine), type-species, by monotypy, 

Rhizodus hibberti Owen, 1840, as defined by the neotype designated by 
K. S. Thomson, 1966 (Name No. 1926); 

(c) Holoptychius Agassiz, 1839 (gender : masculine), type-species, by 

monotypy, Holoptychius nobilissimus Agassiz, 1839 (Name No. 1927). 

(3) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) hibberti Agassiz, 1835, as published in the binomen Megalichthys 

hibberti , as defined by the neotype designated under the plenary powers 
in (l)(a) above (type-species of Megalichthys Agassiz, 1835) (Name 
No. 2415); 

(b) hibberti Owen, 1840, as published in the binomen Rhizodus hibberti , 

as defined by the neotype designated by Thomson, 1966 (type-species 
of Rhizodus Ow'en, 1840) (Name No. 2416); 

(c) nobilissimus Agassiz, 1839, as published in the binomen Holoptychius 

nobilissimus (type-species of Holoptychius Agassiz, 1839) (Name No. 
2417). 

(4) The following generic names, as suppressed under the plenary powers in 
(l)(c) above, are hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid 
Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) Holoptychius Egerton, 1837 (Name No. 1983); 
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(b) Holoptychus Buckland, 1837 (Name No. 1984). 

(5) The specific name giganteus Agassiz, 1835, as published in the binomen 
Gyrolepis giganteus (as suppressed under the plenary powers in (l)(d) above) 
is hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in 
Zoology with the Name Number 945. 

HISTORY OF THE CASE (Z.N.(S.) 1690) 

The present case was submitted to the office of the Commission by Dr. Keith 
Stewart Thomson in January 1965. Dr. Thomson’s application was sent to 
the printer on 22 November 1965 and was published on 29 July 1966 in Bull, 
zool. Nomencl 23 : 117-120. Public Notice of the possible use of the plenary 
powers in the present case was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as 
to the other prescribed serial publications (Constitution Art. 12b; Bull. Zool 
Nomencl 21 : 184) and to two palaeontological serials. The proposals were 
supported by Dr. E. I. White and Dr. Donald Baird (Bull. Zool. Nomencl 
24 : 262). Dr. White additionally proposed the suppression for the purposes 
of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy of Gyrolepis 
giganteus Agassiz, 1 835, in order to validate Holoptychius nobilissimus Agassiz, 
1 839 (type of Holoptychius). 

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 
On 28 August 1969 the Members of the Commission were invited to vote 
under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (69)47 either for or against the 
proposals set out in Bull zool Nomencl. 23 : 120 and Bull zool. Nomencl 
24 : 262. At the close of the prescribed voting period on 28 November 1969 
the state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative votes — twenty-one (21), received in the following order: China, 
Melville, Mayr, Vokes, do Amaral, Simpson, Starobogatov, Lemche, Obruchev, 
Eisenmann, Tortonese, Jaczewski, Brinck, Mertens, Bonnet, Evans, Binder, 
Ride, Forest, Alvarado, Kraus. 

Negative votes — one (1): Holthuis. 

Voting Papers not returned — one (1): Munroe. 

Commissioner Sabrosky did not vote. 

Original References 

The following are the original references for names placed on Official Lists 
and Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion: 
giganteus , Gyrolepis , Agassiz, 1835, Poiss. Foss. 2 (1) : 175, pi. 19, fig. 13 
hibbertiy Megalichthys , Agassiz, 1835, in Hibbert, Trans, roy. Soc. Edinb. 13 : 
202 

hibberti , Rhizodus , Owen, 1 840, Odontography , Expl. pis. : 1 2 
Holoptychius Agassiz, 1 839, in Murchison, Silurian System : 599 
Holoptychius Egerton, 1 837, System. Stratig. Cat. foss. fish. Cab. Lord Cole & 
Sir Philip Grey Egerton : 275, pi. 27 
Holoptychus Buckland, 1837, Geol. Min. Ref. nat. Theology 2 : 43 
Megalichthys Agassiz, 1835, in Hibbert, Trans, roy. Soc. Edinb. 13 : 202 
nobilissimus , Holoptychius , Agassiz, 1839, in Murchison, Silurian System : 
600, pi. 1 1 bis, figs. 1 , 2 
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Rhizodus Owen, 1 840, Odontography : IS 

The following are the original references to the designation of neotypes for 
two species concerned in the present Ruling: 

For Megalichthys hibberti Agassiz, 1835 : K. S. Thomson, 1966, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 23 : 119 

For Rhizodus hibberti Owen, 1840 : K. S. Thomson, 1966, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 

23 : 119 



CERTIFICATE 

We certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (69)47 were cast as set out 
above, that the proposal contained in that Voting Paper has been duly adopted 
under the plenary powers, and that the decision so taken, being the decision of 
the International Commission, is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 930. 

R. V. MELVILLE W. E. CHINA 

Secretary Assistant Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 
5 March 1970 



